INTRODUCTION
A judicial decision striking down formalized discrimination marks a crucial moment for those it affects and, in some instances, for the surrounding society as well. The Supreme Court's ruling in Obergefell v. Hodges was unquestionably one of those instances.
In this Essay, I consider the distinct ways in which the civil rights and social movements for marriage equality helped give rise to a durable sociopolitical transformation, as reflected in the widespread acceptance of the Court's decision.
1 By drawing this civil rights/social movement distinction, I
mean to separate efforts to achieve new rights from efforts to achieve greater acceptance or affirmation. 2 In the case of marriage equality, I argue that the two movements-one focused primarily on law reform and the other on social change-had an unusually strong coalescence in their goals and desires. This coalescence enabled social changes to propel legal changes and vice versa.
Of course, the distinction between movements is not a sharp one, either in practice or theory. Many civil rights organizations are well aware of the need to lay social groundwork to make their claims winnable. Put another way, they recognize that success will turn on having the relevant interpretive community-whether judicial or legislative-see their claims as plausible.
3
Generating this sense of plausibility often requires extralegal, social movement-type efforts. 4 Yet much contemporary literature expresses concern and some skepticism when rights-oriented strategists help drive social movement advocacy. Concerns arise especially about the privileging of law, with the view that a rights-focused frame is inadequate to achieve lasting change in people's day-today lives. 5 To draw from Lani Guinier and Gerald Torres's recent work, "alternative authoritative interpretive communities"-not just judges and legislators-are needed to produce substantive justice.
6
The civil rights and social movements that propelled marriage equality and resulted in Obergefell arguably had a different, more productive type of interdependence that warrants further consideration in the literature. There or the redistribution of social, political, and economic capital" (citation omitted but worth reading)); were tensions between the two, certainly, but also a mutuality, with each advancing the other. For example, civil rights advocacy arguably made marriage imaginable for individuals who, for many decades, had been living in relationships largely outside of the law. When marriage moved from an evanescent pipedream (or, for others, a depressing embodiment of patriarchal authority 7 ) to something realizable after a partial legal victory in Hawaii, individuals began to come together into a social movement that more strongly desired marriage and set it as a goal. Notably, this social-movement interest in marriage did not turn only, or even primarily, on the rights associated with marriage. Instead, individuals and communities expressed a passionate desire for the social recognition and acceptance often associated with marriage.
8 Their passion also prompted a sometimes vigorous disdain for civil unions and domestic partnerships that provided marriage-like benefits by another name.
9
This dedication to visibility, safety and other forms of substantive justice beyond legally-authorized rights and benefits helped lay the groundwork with the supplemental interpretive community (the general public) that made law reform possible in the direct interpretive community (courts and legislatures). And the social movement's continuing desire for safety and visibility has given the LGBT civil rights movement its next set of directives to focus on antidiscrimination and antiviolence laws and resources.
Each, in other words, has propelled the other toward a broader vision of legal and social transformation than either a civil rights effort or a social movement could have conceived or realized on its own.
I. THE SLOW COALESCENCE OF SOCIAL MOVEMENT DESIRE
Marriage was not always high on the list for the lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender communities as either a social-movement desire or a civil rights goal. In early, post-Stonewall days, the social organizing of LGBT people generally focused on liberation from the state, which many experienced as thoroughly oppressive in its formal rules and informally sanctioned ("Civil union and domestic partnerships are a second-class status, and when people take on all the commitments and responsibilities of marriage they should not be treated like second-class citizens.").
brutality.
10 Not surprisingly, marriage, a mechanism for inviting the state's engagement with an intimate relationship, was not even a fantasy for most, let alone an articulable desire or a legible goal. Indeed, the early marriage lawsuits of the 1970s could be understood as less about a desire for relationship recognition itself than about highlighting pervasive antigay discrimination as a means of improving gay people's lives.
11
And courts' quick rejection of those claims reflected an incapacity to imagine that marriage was something gay couples actually wanted, much less something that could be granted to them by the state. 12 Likewise, the expressed goals of emerging gay organizations, such as the Gay Activist Alliance, were focused broadly on "secur[ing] basic human rights, dignity and freedom for all gay people."
13 While marriage certainly fell within this vision, so too did nearly all other goals gay people might have had at that time.
14 Lesbian feminists similarly expressed a core interest in dignity, with visibility and safe spaces for community-building as lead priorities. 15 Marriage, seen as a legal structure long associated with the oppression of women, was not desired by many. 16 If anything, freedom from marriage was one of the appealing aspects of finding one's relationships disregarded by the law, though Some later marriage litigation also seemed prompted more by an interest in challenging discrimination than by a specific desire for the plaintiff couple to be allowed to marry. crises inevitably arose that prompted desires for some form of relationship recognition, even if not through marriage.
17
Activism associated with the AIDS epidemic in the 1980s onward also did not express a strong desire for marriage. 18 Instead, the lead desire was for visibility and, with that, expanded research and treatment options. It was not that relationship recognition was unimportant or undesired; to the contrary, community members knew well the stories of men whose longstanding relationships were disregarded, sometimes brutally, by biological family members of men who were sick or dying.
Family recognition emerged as a more definitively articulated desire later in the 1980s as the LGBT movement broadened its focus from visibility and recognition to formal demands for rights and safety. The first March on Washington, held in 1979, sought antidiscrimination protections and a repeal of antigay laws but none of its five lead demands was concerned with marriage. might have contributed to gay people's desire for marriage as well. Though Congress enacted DOMA well before any state allowed same-sex couples to marry, the positioning of marriage as a threat to the nation 25 reinforced that marriage was within the realm of possibility. So, too, did several new cases brought by couples seeking the right to marry. A marriage lawsuit filed in Vermont in 1997 resulted in civil unions three years later, the first-ever state-sanctioned relationship recognition for same-sex couples. 26 This, in turn, led many gay and lesbian couples to ponder the option of a Vermont civil union of their own 27 and to consider, even more sharply, their desire for-and entitlement to-marriage. The Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court's 2003 ruling, which mandated marriage equality in the State, 28 made marriage seem even more attainable for those living elsewhere.
Still, it is important not to overstate the link between these developments and the dramatic increase in the social movement desire for marriage that came later. 29 27. I remember traveling to Vermont for a civil union shortly after they were authorized and being surprised by how deeply I was moved when the officiant announced that, by the power vested in her by the State of Vermont, my two friends were now in a legally recognized civil union.
28. states-a skepticism borne out by numerous legislative and litigation defeats in the years that followed. 
IV. CIVIL RIGHTS AND SOCIAL MOVEMENT SYNERGY
The tag-team relationship between the marriage-focused civil rights and social movements amplified dramatically in the couple of years preceding Obergefell. With every new victory in a court or legislature, more gay couples-and more non-gay allies-loudened their call for marriage.
Perhaps the best evidence for this is the change in public opinion. Shortly before the oral argument in Windsor v. United States, polls showed a new high in levels of popular support for same-sex couples' marriage rights. 36 This shift, leveraged by the social and civil rights movements moving in tandem by this point, brought even more people to the side of marriage equality. Accompanying this opinion shift was a raft of judicial opinions in the wake of Windsor, nearly all of which concluded that states must allow samesex couples to marry. 37 By the time of the oral argument in Obergefell, these legal shifts were joined by a new vigor in public support for marriage equality, 38 making the legal victory seem almost inevitable.
V REFLECTING FORWARD
As scholars consider how best to situate the movement for marriage equality, it might be tempting to suggest that its synergy between the civil rights and social movements is limited to particular situations where a group faces a formal barrier to full civic and social participation, like the exclusion from marriage. But I think that would be too narrow a view.
Instead, even within LGBT-focused advocacy, there is good reason to think that mutual leveraging will continue. The social movement empowered by Obergefell's success now envisions other changes that had been similarly unimaginable years earlier. Among them are the defeat of popular faith-based exemptions and a reduction in violence and discrimination against transgender individuals. For these issues and others, a desire for acceptance and full participation rooted in a social movement may once again inspire further action-and success-in the civil rights domain.
